RICHELIEU
was finally executed on May 10, 1632, because it was
necessary to terrify by a brutal example all those at Court
among whom rebellion was still fermenting. To strike
down one who was guilty would have had neither the same
significance nor the same importance. At this moment,
,and for several months previously, Gaston d'Orleans and
the Queen-Mother were intriguing with the Governor of
Calais. They had wished to make themselves masters of
that town and to entrench themselves there, repeat the
revolt of La Rochelle, and revive it with greater chance of
success owing to the proximity of England.
Richelieu knew all this, for his secret service kept him
informed of all that went on, even, it seemed, about the
thoughts of his enemies. And this is why it was necessary
for him to be pitiless, and give an impression of injustice
and inhumanity; he acted in order to show those whose
fidelity might waver that even innocence was no safeguard,
and that there was no law in France for those who revolted
against the King, or by their sympathies made common
cause with factions. Motives are right, when they are
motives of the State. The only reproach which one can
level against Richelieu is that he had to seek justifications
and pretexts.
Nevertheless, Marillac died magnificently, with a
serenity and heroism which attested that Richelieu had
known whom to choose, so that the horror of his death
would terrify the irresolute and shock the bold.
The execution of Montmorency amplified the terror.
Here, there is no doubt concerning the case, he was a
traitor, at least according to Richelieu's conceptions,
which are, on this point, identical with ours. But, for this
, nobility, insubordinate by temperament, the idea of fidelity
to country, and even to the King, was not then powerful
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